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ABSTRACT
THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
EDUCATION AND POLICE STRESS:
BACHELOR’S DEGREE VERSUS HIGH
SCHOOL
by Cathy S. Gatson
Sixty law enforcement officers from the largest municipality in the state of West Virginia were
evaluated concerning levels of stress or anxiety experienced from organizational issues and inter-
departmental rules and regulations.  These findings were subsequently compared with the officers level of
educational attainment, specifically Bachelor’s degree versus high school education.  Specifically,
comparisons were made regarding officers with a Bachelor’s degree and those with high school education
and scores from the Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale, the Job Satisfaction Index, and the Stress Quiz.
Additionally, comparisons of the scores were made between officers with a Bachelor’s degree and officers
with a high school education only who had experienced stress from critical incidents.
There were no significant findings, however, trends indicated that officers possessing a Bachelor’s
degree reported less stress than officers completing only high school.
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1CHAPTER I
Introduction
This study is a re-examination of a previous thesis on the same subject.  The previous study
was conducted on law enforcement officers to determine whether level of educational
attainment affects officer perception of stressful events and stressors inherent in the
organizational hierarchy (or non-critical incidents).  Officers were also tested on anxiety, job
satisfaction, and lifestyle-related stress.  These factors were subsequently correlated with degree
of educational attainment.  The previous study (conducted in 2000) attempted to demonstrate
that law enforcement officers with college attendance are better able to understand and cope
with organizational problems and experience lesser degrees of anxiety or stress than those
officers without college attendance.  While there were no significant findings, trends showed
that officers without college hours reported less stress involving internal departmental issues.
Some of the limitations of the previous study included a relatively small sample size (29), a
more rural geographical area (Parkersburg and Vienna, WV), and the broad definition of
"education" in the questionnaire distributed as part of the survey technique.  That definition
was characterized as GED, high school, and/or college hours.
In an effort to correct the limitations of the 2000 study, the sample size obtained was more
than doubled (60), a more urban locale was utilized (Charleston, WV), and the definition of
"education" was more succinctly identified.  The current study specifically examined four-year
or Bachelor's degree versus high school educated law enforcement officers.
The presumption is that advanced levels of education represented by degree completion
increase confidence in abilities, coping mechanisms, knowledge, and the professional skills
necessary to perform the demanding duties associated with a law enforcement officer.
Therefore, it is reasonable to predict and it is the hypothesis of this study that officers who
2have completed a college education will report lower perceived stressor values than officers
with only a high school education, and will be better able to understand and cope with
organizational problems and issues.
Police officers are in a unique position to experience stress. Occupationally, it is among the
most stressful, correlated with high rates of divorce, alcoholism, suicide, and other emotional-
and health problems. (Finn, 1997). Stress occurs in three stages within the human body: alarm
reaction, resistance, and exhaustion. The alarm reaction produces physiological changes,
known as "fight or flight" syndrome in response to an emergency. Heart rate, blood pressure,
and muscle tone increase. The secretion of adrenaline heightens awareness, a crucial survival
factor for police officers confronted with life-or-death situations. Prolonged exposure to a
stressful situation eventually causes the resistance stage to set in.  The resistance phase is
characterized by more control and a greater ability to withstand the effects of stress while
maintaining performance level.
Hans Selye first described the stress response in the 1950's, and he quickly recognized its dual
nature.  In the short term, it produces adaptive changes, which help in response to the stressor
(e.g., mobilization of energy resources, inhibition of inflammation, and resistance to infection).
In the long term, however, it produces maladaptive changes. (Pinel, 2000).
When the resistance stage persists, exhaustion overcomes an individual's coping mechanisms.
The responses initially experienced during the alarm reaction stage might reappear.
Physiological and psychological problems, such as chronic fatigue or depression, feelings of
alienation or irritability may develop. The body continues to respond in a "fight or flight"
mode and keeps producing high levels of adrenaline. The heart becomes overworked, blood-
cholesterol levels increase and actual tissue damage can occur, producing common illnesses
such as heart disease, gastric disorders, arthritis, allergies and kidney disease. (Standfest, 1996).
Stress may stem from pressure to achieve specific goals or to behave in particular ways.  In
general, pressures force a person to speed up, intensify effort, or change the direction of goal
oriented behavior.  Pressure is a significant source of stress (Carson and Butcher, 1992).
Again, certain occupations, such as law enforcement, make severe demands in terms of
3responsibility, time, and performance.  Consequently, they experience pressure and the
resulting stress in unique ways.
Not all stress-inducing situations involve responding to calls for service. Two categories of
potential stressors in police work are often distinguished. First, the various aspects of the
nature of police work, such as physical threat, violence, exposure to danger, and facing the
unknown. Second are stressors such as management style, poor communication, and lack of
support (Kop, Euwema, and Schaufeli, 1999). Other researchers, Biggam et al. (1997), Broun
& Campbell (1990 & 1994), and Alexander et al. (1993), have concluded that the highest levels
of stress are related to organizational factors rather than task-related or operational duties
(Kop et al., 1999).
4CHAPTER II
Review of Literature
There is a noticeable dearth of applicable research directly correlating law enforcement officers
and the advantages of education.
Many studies have examined issues concerning occupational stress among senior police
officers (Brown, Cooper, & Kirkcaldy, 1996), police supervisors and stress (Standfest, 1996),
ranking police stressors (Violanti & Aaron, 1999), and job stress and satisfaction (Kirkcaldy,
1993).  While these studies reviewed stress inherent in police work, they failed to correlate
stress with the individual characteristic of education.
Generally, the literature indicates that police officers view institutional factors rather than
operational factors as more stressful. As previously noted, there is a growing body of evidence
suggesting that police organizations are the main source of psychological distress among police
officers (Hart, 1995). Kirkcaldy's (1995) study of the Naperville Illinois Police Department
found that police officers perceived less stress -from "factors intrinsic to the job" and greater
stress from the structural design and organizational processes of their department, (e.g.,
inadequate guidance and backup from supervisors, lack of consultation and communication).
Hart's (1995) study of Australian police officers found, among other things, that 1)
organizational experiences are more important than operational experiences in determining
psychological distress and well being, and 2) personality characteristics are the strongest
determinants of psychological distress and well being.
Again, these studies did not take education into consideration as a determinant in the findings.
Some studies have linked education as a variable in police work, risk taking, and overall stress.
Police work involves a certain amount of risk and those involved in it are likely to accept or be
attracted to risk. Homant's (1994) study of risk taking and police pursuit tested the hypothesis
that risk taking and sensation seeking are positively correlated with the pursuit decisions of
5patrol officers. His study found that extraneous variables, specifically education level, were not
related to pursuit, sensation seeking, or risk taking.
Gulle's(1998) study examining stress in the South African Police Service and utilizing
Spielberger's Police Stress Survey found that none of the biographical factors of age, marital
status, rank, years of service, number of children, race, sex, unit or education level had an
effect on the stress variables examined or the overall stress ratings. His results run contrary to
other research, which postulates that some of these factors ( e.g., marriage ) modify or act as
innoculators against the effects of stress.  Some recent studies have either failed to prove or
produced contradictory and/or inconclusive results with regard to correlating stress and
educational attainment in police officers.
Newell's (2000) study involving levels of stress and anxiety experienced by police officers from
interdepartmental issues, rules, and regulations found no significant findings. However, trends
showed that officers without college hours reported less stress involving internal departmental
issues.
Additionally, Dantzker's (1999) study concerning the effect education has on police
performance and stress identified “The Ro11er-Coaster Effect”. He found that the Associate
degree police officer functions better in terms of policing and should perceive stressfulness at a
lower level than the high school only educated police officer. However, according to his
results, the officer with the Bachelor’s degree actually reported a higher level of perceived
stressfulness. Further, the finding demonstrated that the officer with Master’s degree perceived
a lower level of stressfulness, thus completing the “Roller-Coaster Effect”.
A notable study comparing college educated officers to those without a college education
reported that officers with a college education are better able to grasp legal issues and
understand social issues (Lynch, 1990).  This same study cited an early Rand Corporation study
(1973) of the New York Police Department involving college-educated officers versus officers
with no college education.  That study revealed that police officers with no college education
were three times more likely to have complaints filed against them for excessive force, abuse,
and racial discrimination.
6CHAPTER III
Methods
Procedure
The subjects of this study were asked to voluntarily complete a survey including an anonymous
self-reporting questionnaire and three psychological testing instruments.  The shift
commander, in cooperation with the police chief, presented questionnaires during AM roll call
or briefing.  Twelve organizational events were specified on the questionnaire for officers to
rank in terms of stress experienced.  Additionally, the questionnaire listed seven critical
incidents to determine which officers had experienced these in the previous two years.  The
testing instruments included the self-reporting Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale, the Job
Satisfaction Survey, and the Stress Quiz. There are 165 members of the Charleston Police
Department, including patrol, supervisory, administrative, detective, and special operations
units. The surveys were completely anonymous and included a self-addressed and stamped
envelope.  One hundred sixty five (165) packets were distributed to The City of Charleston
Police Department.  Sixty (60) packets (or roughly 36%) were returned by US Mail.
Instruments
The Police vs. Stress and Anxiety Questionnaire included twelve organizational events which
officers were asked to rank as involving little or extreme stress.  The questionnaire also
included seven critical incidents to determine which officers had experienced these in the past
two years.
The Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale measures anxiety-related "anticipated problems".  Such
before-the-fact anxiety, as defined by psychologists David Watson and Ronald Friend, the
7developers of the test, is the apprehension felt going into a situation where one will be
evaluated by another person.  The scale also attempts to measure the likelihood that one will
avoid such evaluative situations.
The scale contains 30 self-reference statements with a true or false response required.  One
point is given for each matching answer on the scoring key.  Low scores range from 0 to 12,
an average score is between 13 and 20, and a high score is placed at 21to 30.
The Job Satisfaction Index measures attitudes, feelings, and personal characteristics relevant to
one’s present employment situation.  The index contains thirty multiple-choice items with a
scoring key giving values of 1, 3, or 5 to various responses.  Low scores range from 28 to 80,
average scores from 81 to 150, and high scores are 151 and higher.
The Stress Quiz is a screening instrument that allows for an estimation of personal stress.  The
quiz contains thirty yes or no questions with a value given to each yes answer.  The values
range from 3 to 7 points on the scoring key.  Low scores range from 0 to 15, medium scores
from 16 to 40, and high scores from 51 to 117.
Attempts to locate documentation verifying the validity and reliability of the Fear of Negative
Evaluation Scale, the Job Satisfaction Index, and the Stress Quiz were unsuccessful.
Subjects
The subjects in this study were advised that the study measured stress in police officers, and
that the surveys were completely anonymous.  No indication was given that the study would
examine levels of education.
The surveys were distributed to the entire force, comprising one hundred sixty five officers,
including patrol, detectives, supervisory/administrative, and special operations units.  As a
result, officers participating in the study potentially represent all areas of law enforcement
within the department.  The educational requirements to become a Charleston police officer
are a high school diploma or a GED.
8Twenty-three subjects surveyed completed high school, thirteen subjects hold associates
degrees, and twenty-four indicated they hold Bachelor’s degrees.
The number of years of experience ranged from one year to twenty-eight years, with an overall
total of 757 years or an average of 12.61 years per officer.  The average years of experience per
officer with a Bachelor’s degree was 12.41 compared to an average of 13.69 for the high school
educated officers.  This comparison may be interpreted to mean that officers with a Bachelor’s
degree had less experience and were likely to be younger than officers only completing high
school.
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Results
The Individual T-test with Levene's Test of Equality of Variances was conducted to ensure
parametric analysis yielding valid results was possible.  With an alpha level of 0.05 and degrees
of freedom of 44, there were no significant differences between any of the comparisons.
The mean scores of the Organizational Stress Survey reflected a pattern in which officers with
a Bachelor’s degree recorded lower stress than officers with a high school education.
Specifically, lower scores were obtained in all categories except “Inadequate Salary”.
Additionally, officers with a Bachelor’s degree reported lower scores on the Stress Quiz and
the Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale.  However, their scores were slightly higher on the Job
Satisfaction Index than their high school educated associates.
Again, utilizing the Independent T-test with Levene’s Test for Equality of Variances, the
subject’s scores were further examined on the basis of whether or not they had been exposed
to some type of critical incident which might affect the results.  There were seventeen officers
with a Bachelor’s degree and fifteen officers with a high school education who reported
exposure to some type of incident within two years of the survey.
While there were no significant differences found between these two groups, the same trend
was found in that officers with a Bachelor’s degree reported less stress than officers with a
high school education in eleven of the twelve organizational criteria.
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Organizational Stress
The individual levels of stress for all categories combined ranged from 1.833 to 4.500.  The
mean score was 3.857, which indicates a moderate to high level of stress for all officers.  The
mean score for Bachelor’s degree officers was 3.278 compared to 3.565 for high school
educated officers.
The mean scores for all officers ranked the level of stress for organizational issues in the
following order:
1. Inadequate salary 3.983
2. Court’s leniency with criminals 3.883
3. Ineffective judicial system 3.767
4. Insufficient manpower 3.700
5. Excessive paperwork 3.550
6. Ineffective correctional system 3.383
7. Courts decisions restricting police 3.233
8. Political pressure from within the department 3.133
9. Inadequate support from their departments 3.066
10. Poor to inadequate equipment 3.000
11. Poor or inadequate supervisors 2.966
12. Lack of participation in policy making 2.933
There was not a significant difference in overall scores between officers with a Bachelor’s
degree and those with high school education.  Officers with Bachelor’s degrees reported a
range of organizational stress scores from 1.833 to 4.500 with a mean score of 3.278.  In
contrast, the officers with a high school education reported scores from 2.500 to 4.500 with a
mean score of 3.565.
Again, officers with a Bachelor’s degree obtained lower scores in all categories except
"Inadequate Salary" in which their scores were slightly higher than their high school educated
associates.
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Critical Incidents
Seventeen officers with Bachelor’s degrees reported exposure to a critical incident within the
past two years.  Fifteen officers with a high school education reported exposure to critical
incidents.
Critical incidents included:
1. High speed chase with death or serious injury.
2. Exposure to death of a child.
3. Exposure to multiple deaths.
4. Attached with serious injury to self.
5. Fellow officer killed on duty.
6. Suicide by fellow officer.
7. User of deadly force.
The mean number of years of experience for officers with Bachelor’s degrees was 12.416.  The
mean number of years of experience for high school educated officers was slightly higher at
13.695.  The mean number of years for those with Bachelor’s degrees and exposed to critical
incidents was 16.555 as opposed to the higher rate of 21.00 for those with high school
education reporting exposure to critical incidents.
Officers with Bachelor’s degrees had a lower mean score of 6.9 on the Fear of Negative
Evaluation Scale compared with 8.2 for high school education.  Both are within the "low"
range of scores.  On the Job Satisfaction Survey, the Bachelor’s degreed officer had a higher
mean score of 118.91 as compared to 112.04 for high school educated officers.  However,
both scores were within the "average" range.  Last, officers with Bachelor’s had a mean score
of 38.83 on the Stress Quiz, which is in the "medium" range, while high school educated
officers scored a mean score of 45.34, which is in the "high" range.
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CHAPTER V
Summary, Limitations, and Conclusion
The statistical data seem to indicate no statistically significant difference between stress and
associated levels of anxiety, regardless of the level of educational attainment.
However, the trends show officers with a Bachelor’s degree have lower stress scores
concerning organizational issues, as well as lower scores on the Stress Quiz and the Fear of
Negative Evaluation Scale.
The trends indicate that officers possessing a Bachelor’s degree are somewhat more
comfortable being evaluated under different circumstances than their high school educated
counterparts.  This result may be attributable to increased confidence attendant to increased
level of education.  These same officers displayed somewhat higher scores on the Job
Satisfaction Survey which may be correlated with increased understanding of legal and social
issues coincidental to the profession, as well as greater ability to achieve career goals and
advancement.
Given the fact that the limitations of the previous study were addressed by increasing the size
of the sample, redefining "education", and choosing a more sizeable metropolis from which to
draw the sample, the absence of any significant difference between education and police
officer stress tends to affirm the previous study’s results.
Clearly, the important issue regarding the effect of education upon law enforcement officers
and stress merits further examination.  In an effort to combat the limitations of this study, a
repetition of the study might include a division of administration versus line officers, an
increased sample size, and the utilization of different or additional testing instruments.
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Appendix A
Raw Data
N ED YRS Org Stress
Fear of
Negative
Evaluation
Job
Satisfaction Stress Quiz
1 HS 18 3.50 8 133 52
2 HS 28 3.75 15 96 21
3 HS 8 4.33 12 106 55
4 HS 10 2.92 1 114 24
5 HS 8 3.33 9 109 40
6 HS 12 2.50 6 118 31
7 HS 24 3.83 29 105 72
8 HS 5 2.75 0 130 3
9 HS 7 3.83 12 108 26
10 HS 5 2.92 6 90 53
11 HS 2.5 3.08 2 141 35
12 HS 22.5 3.33 6 118 32
13 HS 16 3.33 1 120 32
14 HS 8 4.25 3 149 69
15 HS 22 4.25 13 137 16
16 HS 18 4.50 10 121 91
17 HS 8 4.33 1 100 58
18 HS 8 3.42 9 115 66
19 HS 30 2.83 10 129 3
20 HS 7 4.17 1 105 36
21 HS 9 3.75 10 80 64
22 HS 23 2.67 6 92 100
23 HS 16 4.42 20 91 64
24 AS 16 2.67 8 131 10
25 AS 14 3.17 10 99 56
26 AS 1 3.58 11 114 46
27 AS 8 3.17 10 131 10
28 AS 5.5 3.83 24 121 66
29 AS 1 2.17 3 172 16
30 AS 8 3.42 5 130 74
31 AS 3 3.58 22 125 62
32 AS 3 3.00 20 137 18
33 AS 22.5 3.17 10 107 33
34 AS 25 4.33 10 109 44
35 AS 19 4.08 2 121 37
36 AS 8 4.08 9 95 64
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N ED YRS Org Stress
Fear of
Negative
Evaluation
Job
Satisfaction Stress Quiz
37 B 6 4.08 3 94 11
38 B 22.5 3.75 2 109 32
39 B 26.5 3.58 8 99 68
40 B 9 3.92 10 127 32
41 B 10 2.83 29 131 34
42 B 7 3.42 4 114 28
43 B 18 3.58 1 139 21
44 B 26 3.33 8 121 79
45 B 4.5 1.83 9 134 10
46 B 18 4.00 6 119 57
47 B 6 4.50 11 102 79
48 B 7 3.42 7 113 48
49 B 7 3.33 0 112 58
50 B 28 2.50 15 119 0
51 B 13 2.67 3 131 29
52 B 7 2.25 6 138 30
53 B 6 3.92 3 111 67
54 B 5.5 2.42 3 155 9
55 B 4 2.58 4 108 12
56 B 12 3.25 6 120 11
57 B 24 4.00 10 91 87
58 B 2 2.92 12 129 51
59 B 22 3.42 0 120 28
60 B 7 3.17 7 118 51
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Organizational Stress Results
Sub Ed Years 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Total Rate
1 HS 18 4 3 4 5 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 42 3.50
2 HS 28 3 4 4 4 3 4 4 3 3 3 5 5 45 3.75
3 HS 8 5 4 4 4 4 5 4 3 5 5 5 4 52 4.33
4 HS 10 3 4 4 4 2 3 4 3 2 2 2 2 35 2.92
5 HS 8 5 2 2 3 3 5 3 5 4 2 4 2 40 3.33
6 HS 12 4 3 3 4 2 2 2 3 3 4 30 2.50
7 HS 24 3 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 46 3.83
8 HS 5 3 4 4 4 2 3 3 1 2 2 3 2 33 2.75
9 HS 7 5 3 5 5 3 5 3 3 5 3 3 3 46 3.83
10 HS 5 4 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 2 2 4 4 35 2.92
11 HS 2.5 3 3 2 3 3 5 3 4 2 4 1 4 37 3.08
12 HS 22.5 4 4 4 4 2 2 3 3 3 3 4 4 40 3.33
13 HS 16 5 4 4 4 3 4 2 1 3 3 4 3 40 3.33
14 HS 8 5 5 5 5 2 5 3 3 4 4 5 5 51 4.25
15 HS 22 4 4 3 4 5 5 3 5 4 4 5 5 51 4.25
16 HS 18 5 3 5 5 5 5 3 5 3 5 5 5 54 4.50
17 HS 8 5 4 2 4 5 5 2 5 5 5 5 5 52 4.33
18 HS 8 3 3 4 4 4 3 4 3 3 3 3 4 41 3.42
19 HS 30 4 4 4 3 2 1 2 2 3 2 4 3 34 2.83
20 HS 7 5 3 5 5 4 5 4 4 2 5 3 5 50 4.17
21 HS 9 4 3 4 4 3 5 5 3 3 4 3 4 45 3.75
22 HS 23 4 4 5 4 2 1 3 2 2 1 2 2 32 2.67
23 HS 16 5 4 5 5 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 5 53 4.42
24 AS 16 4 3 3 3 2 3 3 2 2 2 3 2 32 2.67
25 AS 14 5 3 3 4 2 3 2 4 3 2 4 3 38 3.17
26 AS 1 4 4 4 4 2 5 3 3 1 3 5 5 43 3.58
27 AS 18 3 3 4 4 2 3 4 2 3 3 3 4 38 3.17
28 AS 5.5 5 3 3 4 3 5 5 5 3 2 3 5 46 3.83
29 AS 1 3 3 3 3 2 1 2 3 1 1 2 2 26 2.17
30 AS 8 4 4 4 4 3 5 3 3 3 3 4 4 41 3.42
31 AS 3 3 4 4 4 3 4 4 3 3 3 4 4 43 3.58
32 AS 3 3 3 3 4 3 4 3 3 2 2 3 3 36 3.00
33 AS 22.5 4 2 5 3 4 4 4 4 3 2 2 1 38 3.17
34 AS 25 4 4 5 5 4 3 5 5 4 4 5 4 52 4.33
35 AS 19 5 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 49 4.08
36 AS 8 4 3 5 5 5 5 5 3 3 1 5 5 49 4.08
37 B 6 5 5 5 4 5 5 3 5 3 2 5 2 49 4.08
38 B 22.5 3 4 5 5 3 3 4 3 4 3 4 4 45 3.75
39 B 26.5 5 3 5 5 4 5 3 3 2 2 3 3 43 3.58
40 B 9 5 3 4 4 3 5 4 5 3 3 5 3 47 3.92
41 B 10 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 3 3 4 4 34 2.83
42 B 7 3 3 4 4 2 3 3 5 3 4 3 4 41 3.42
43 B 18 5 3 3 4 2 5 3 4 2 3 4 5 43 3.58
44 B 26 4 3 3 4 4 4 2 3 3 3 3 4 40 3.33
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Sub Ed Years 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Total Rate
45 B 4.5 1 3 3 1 1 1 1 3 1 2 2 22 1.83
46 B 18 5 4 4 4 3 4 3 5 4 4 3 5 48 4.00
47 B 6 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 3 3 5 5 5 54 4.50
48 B 7 5 5 5 4 2 3 4 2 1 3 3 4 41 3.42
49 B 7 5 4 4 5 3 2 4 1 3 4 2 3 40 3.33
50 B 28 4 2 3 3 2 3 2 1 4 2 2 2 30 2.50
51 B 13 4 4 2 3 2 2 3 1 2 2 3 4 32 2.67
52 B 7 3 3 3 2 1 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 27 2.25
53 B 6 5 5 5 5 4 4 3 1 5 4 2 4 47 3.92
54 B 5.5 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 2 3 2 3 2 29 2.42
55 B 4 4 3 2 2 2 3 2 2 1 3 2 5 31 2.58
56 B 12 4 2 4 4 2 4 3 4 2 2 5 3 39 3.25
57 B 24 4 3 3 3 4 5 3 4 4 5 5 5 48 4.00
58 B 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 4 3 35 2.92
59 B 22 4 2 3 3 4 3 2 4 4 4 3 5 41 3.42
60 B 7 5 3 3 3 3 4 4 3 3 3 3 4 38 3.17
TOTALS 757 239203226 233 176 220 194 188 178 180 213 222 2459 204.91
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Group Statistics
High School v. Bachelor Degree. Organizational Stress T-Test
Std. Error
ED N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
salary high school 23 4.13 .81 .17
Bachelor 23 4.17 .83 .17
prisons high school 23 3.52 .73 .15
Bachelor 24 3.29 1.04 .21
judicial high school 23 3.87 .97 .20
Bachelor 24 363 .97 .20
lenient high school 23 4.09 .67 .14
Bachelor 24 3.67 .92 .19
policy high school 22 3.18 1.05 .22
Bachelor 24 2.83 1.05 .21
support high school 23 3.83 1.37 .29
Bachelor 24 3.54 1.14 .23
restrict high school 23 317 .78 .16
Bachelor 24 3.04 .91 .19
politics high school 22 3.27 1.16 .25
Bachelor 24 2.96 1.40 .29
bosses high school 23 3.17 1.03 .21
Bachelor 24 2.88 .99 .20
equipment high school 23 3.30 1.15 .24
Bachelor 24 2.96 1.04 .21
paperwork high school 23 3.70 1.15 .24
Bachelor 24 3.38 1.06 .22
manpower high school 23 3.83 1.07 .22
Bachelor 24 363 1.10 .22
OSTOT high school 22 43.3636 7.1750 1.5297
Bachelor 23 39.9130 7.9368 1.6549
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Group Statistics
Std. Error
ED N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
STRESS1 high school 23 2.09 1.41 .29
Bachelor 23 1.96 1.46 .30
STRESS2 high school 23 1.43 1.53 .32
Bachelor 23 1.57 1.53 .32
STRESS3 high school 23 .78 1.35 .28
Bachelor 23 .78 1.35 .28
STRESS4 high school 23 1.17 1.50 ,31
Bachelor 23 1.83 1.50 .31
STRESS5 high school 23 1.70 1.52 .32
Bachelor 23 .91 1.41 .29
STRESS6 high school 23 1.83 1.50 .31
Bachelor 23 1.57 1.53 .32
STRESS7 high school 23 1.57 1.53 .32
Bachelor 23 1.04 1.46 .30
STRESS8 high school 23 1.30 1.52 .32
Bachelor 23 1.30 1.52 .32
STRESS9 high school 23 1.17 1.50 .31
Bachelor 23 1.17 1.50 .31
STRESS10 high school 23 .87 1.69 .35
Bachelor 23 1.39 1.95 .41
STRESS11 high school 23 2.61 1.95 .41
Bachelor 23 2.26 2.03 .42
STRESS12 high school 23 .52 1.38 .29
Bachelor 23 1.91 2.04 .43
STRESS13 high school 23 2.09 2.04 .43
Bachelor 23 1.57 2.00 .42
STRESS14 high school 23 .17 .83 .17
Bachelor 23 .35 1.15 .24
High School v. Bachelor Degree -Stress Quiz T-Test
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Group Statistics
Std. Error
ED N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
STRESS15  high school 23 .87 1.69 .35
Bachelor 23 1.22 1.88 .39
STRESS16 high school 23 2.26 2.03 .42
Bachelor 23 2.26 2.03 .42
STRESS17 high school 23 1.57 2.00 .42
Bachelor 23 1.91 2.04 .43
STRESS18 high school 23 .35 1.15 .24
Bachelor 23 .35 1.15 .24
STRESS19 high school 23 2.61 1.95 .41
Bachelor 23 1.74 2.03 .42
STRESS20 high school 23 2.09 2.04 ,43
Bachelor 23 1.22 1.88 .39
STRESS21 high school 23 2.43 2.00 ,42
Bachelor 23 1.57 2.00 .42
STRESS22 high school 23 1.39 1.95 .41
Bachelor 23 .91 1.78 .37
STRESS23 high school 23 1.30 2.24 .47
Bachelor 23 1.30 2.24 .47
STRESS24 high school 23 .87 1.94 .40
Bachelor 23 1.09 2.11 ,44
STRESS25 high school 23 2.39 2.55 .53
Bachelor 23 1.09 2.11 .44
STRESS26 high school 23 2.61 2.55 .53
Bachelor 23 1.70 2.38 .50
STRESS27 high school 23 1.52 2.35 ,49
Bachelor 23 .65 1.72 .36
STRESS28 high school 23 1.00 2.24 .47
Bachelor 23 2.35 2.99 .62
STRESS29 high school 23 2.74 3.49 .73
Bachelor 23 1.52 2.95 .62
STRESTOT high school 23 45.35 25.65 5.35
Bachelor 23 40.52 24.34 5.08
23
Group Statistics
Std. Error
ED N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
JSI16 high school 23 4.74 .69 .14
Bachelor 24 4.83 .56 .12
JSI17 high school 23 3.96 1.02 .21
Bachelor 24 4.42 1.10 .22
JSI18 high school 23 4.57 1.20 .25
Bachelor 23 4.83 .83 .17
JSI19 high school 22 3.55 1.53 .33
Bachelor 24 3.58 1.50 .31
JSI20 high school 23 4.13 1.32 .28
Bachelor 24 4.58 .83 .17
JSI21 high school 23 4.83 .83 .17
Bachelor 24 4.58 1.18 .24
JSI22 high school 22 1.64 .95 .20
Bachelor 24 1.83 1.01 .21
JSI23 high school 23 1.61 .94 .20
Bachelor 24 2.33 1.40 .29
JSI24 high school 23 3.61 1.53 .32
Bachelor 21 3.67 1.32 .29
JSI25 high school 23 1.87 1.46 .30
Bachelor 24 1.75 1.29 .26
JSI26 high schoo! 23 2.48 1.24 .26
Bachelor 24 2.75 1.70 .35
JSI27 high school 23 4.74 .69 .14
Bachelor 22 4.64 .79 .17
JSI28 high school 23 2.65 .98 .20
Bachelor 24 2.42 .93 .19
JSI29 high school 23 2.04 1.33 .28
Bachelor 24 2.25 1.54 .31
JSI30 high school 23 2.91 1.41 .29
Bachelor 24 3.42 1.32 .27
COMPUTE jsitot = jsl1 high school 23 113.3478 17.8188 3.7155
+ jsi2 + jsi3 + jsi4 + jsl5Bachelor 24 118.9167 15.0850 3.0792
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Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for
Equality of Variances
F Sig.
JSI1 Equal variances 9.828 .003
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI2 Equal variances .394 .534
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI3 Equal variances 1.823 .184
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI4 Equal variances .815 .371
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI5 Equal variances .041 .840
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI6 Equal variances .214 .646
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI7 Equal variances .000 .982
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI8 Equal variances .108 .744
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
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Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for
Equality of Variances
F Sig.
Equal variances .015 .903
JSI9
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI10 Equal variances .177 .676
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI11 Equal variances .216 .645
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI12 Equal variances .444 .509
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI14 Equal variances .964 .331
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI15 Equal variances .535 .468
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI16 Equal variances 1.074 .305
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI17 Equal variances .843 .363
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
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Independent Samples Test
Levene’s Test for
Equality of Variances
. F Sig.
JSI18 Equal variances 2.902 .096
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI19 Equal variances .013 .911
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI20 Equal variances 8.259 .006
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI21 Equal variances 2.610 .113
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI22 Equal variances 1.737 .194
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI23 Equal variances 5.974 .019
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI24 Equal variances .906 .347
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI25 Equal variances .471 .496
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
..;:
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Independent Samples Test
Levene’s Test for
Equality of Variances
F Sig.
JSI26 Equal variances 3.928 .054
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI27 Equal variances .878 .354
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI28 Equal variances .482 .491
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI29 Equal variances .923 .342
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
JSI30 Equal variances .051 .822
assumed
Equal variances
not assumed
COMPUTE jsitot = jsi1 Equal variances 1.025 .317
+ jsi2 + jsi3 + jsi4 + jsi5assumed
+ jsi6 + jsi7 + jsi8 + jsi9Equal variances
+jsi10+jsi11+jsi12+ not assumed
'iI,
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Independent Samples Test
t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Mean Std. Error Difference
t df
Sig. (2-tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
JSI1 Equal variances -1.962 45 .056 -.42 .21 -.84 1.10E-02
assumed
Equal variances -1.975 42.002 .055 -.42 .21 -.84 9.02E-03
not assumed
JSI2 Equal variances .909 44 .368 .35 .38 -.42 1.12
assumed
Equal variances .909 43.999 .368 .35 .38 -.42 1.12
not assumed
JSI3 Equal variances -1.164 45 .251 -.46 .40 -1.27 .34
assumed
Equal variances -1.160 43.655 .252 -.46 .40 -1.27 .34
not assumed
JSI4 Equal variances -.359 45 .721 -.18 .50 -1.20 .84
assumed
Equal variances -.358 44.318 .722 -.18 .51 -1.20 .84
not assumed
JSI5 Equal variances -.563 42 .576 -.32 .56 -1.46 .82
assumed
Equal variances -.563 41.996 .576 -.32 .56 -1.46 .82
not assumed
JSI6 Equal variances -.231 45 .818 -6. 16E-02 .27 -.60 .48
assumed
Equal variances -.231 44.996 .818 -6.16E-02 .27 -.60 .48
not assumed
JSI7 Equal variances -.331 45 .742 -.12 .36 -.85 .61
assumed
Equal variances -.331 44.893 .742 -.12 .36 -.85 .61
not assumed
JSI8 Equal variances .917 45 .364 .44 .48 -.53 1.41
assumed
Equal variances .917 44.947 .364 .44 .48 -.53 1.41
not assumed
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Independent Samples Test
t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Mean Std. Error Difference
t df Sig. (2-tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
JSI9 Equal variances -.062 44 .951 -7.58E-03 .12 -.26 .24
assumed
Equal variances -.061 43.242 .951 -7.58E-E3 .12 -.26 .24
not assumed
JSI10 Equal variances .175 45 .862 6.52E-02 .37 -.69 .82
assumed
Equal variances .175 44.746 .862 6.52E-02 .37 -.68 .82
not assumed
JSI11 Equal variances -.823 45 .415 -.43 .52 -1.49 .62
assumed
Equal variances -.836 31.260 .410 -.43 .52 -1.48 .62
not assumed
JSI12 Equal variances -.348 42 .730 -1.04 3.00 -7.09 5.01
assumed
Equal variances -.343 37.805 .734 -1.04 3.04 -7.20 5.11
6otassumed
JSI14 Equal variances .991 45 .327 .28 .28 -.28 .84
assumed
Equal variances .991 44.982 .327 .28 .28 -.28 .83
not assumed
JSI15 Equal variances .085 45 .933 2.54E-02 .30 -.58 .63
assumed
Equal variances .085 44.443 .933 2.54E-02 .30 -.58 .63
not assumed
JSI16 Equal variances -.514 45 .610 -9.42E-02 .18 -.46 .28
assumed
Equal variances -.512 42.575 .612 -9.42E-02 .18 -.47 .28
not assumed
JSI17 Equal variances -1.484 45 .145 -.46 .31 -1.08 .16
assumed
Equal variances -1.487 44.958 .144 -.46 .31 -1.08 .16
not assumed
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Independent Samples Test
t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence
Interval of the
DifferenceMean Std. Error
t df Sig. (2-tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
JSI18 Equal variances -.856 44 .396 -.26 .30 -.87 .35
assumed
Equal variances -.856 39.243 .397 -.26 .30 -.88 .36
not assumed
JSI19 Equal variances -.085 44 .933 -3.79E-02 .45 -.94 .86
assumed
Equal variances -.085 43.465 .933 -3.79E-02 .45 -.94 .87
not assumed
JSI20 Equal variances -1.411 45 .165 -.45 .32 -1.10 .19
assumed
Equal variances -1.398 36.690 .171 -.45 .32 -1.11 .20
not assumed
JSI21 Equal variances .813 45 .421 .24 .30 -.36 .84
assumed
Equal variances .819 41.514 .418 .24 .30 -.36 .84
not assumed
JSI22 Equal variances -.680 44 .500 -.20 .29 -.78 .39
assumed
Equal variances -.681 43.949 .499 -.20 .29 -.78 .39
not assumed
JSI23 Equal variances -2.069 45 .044 -.72 .35 -1.43 -1.93E-02
assumed
Equal variances -2.086 40.347 .043 -.72 .35 -1.43 -2.29E-02
not assumed
JSi24 Equal variances -.134 42 .894 -5.80E-02 .43 -.93 .81
assumed
Equal variances -.135 41.866 .893 -5.80E-02 .43 -.92 .81
not assumed
JSI25 Equal variances .298 45 .767 .12 .40 -.69 .93
assumed
Equal variances 297 43.871 .768 .12 .40 -.69 .93
not assumed
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Independent Samples Test
t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Mean Std. Error Difference
t df Sig. (2-tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
JSI26 Equal variances
assumed
-.624 45 .536 -.27 .44 -1.15 .61
Equal variances
not assumed
-.628 42.041 .533 -.27 .43 -1.14 .60
JSI27 Equal variances
assumed
.466 43 .644 .10 .22 -.34 .55
Equal variances
not assumed
.464 41.638 .645 .10 .22 -.34 .55
JSI28 Equal variances
assumed
.845 45 .403 .24 .28 -.33 .80
Equal variances
not assumed
.844 44.560 .403 .24 .28 -.33 .80
JSI29 Equal variances
assumed
-.491 45 .626 -.21 .42 -1.05 .64
Equal variances
not assumed
-.493 44.541 .625 -.21 .42 -1.05 .64
JSI30 Equal variances
assumed
-1.266 45 .212 -.50 .40 -1.30 .30
Equal variances
not assumed
-1.264 44.430 .213 -.50 .40 -1.31 .30
COMPUTE jsitot = jsi1 Equal variances
+ jsi2 + jsi3 + jsi4 + jsi5assumed
-1.158 45 .253 -5.5688 4.8083 -15.2533 4.1156
+ jsi6 +jsi7 + jsi8 + jsi9Equal variances
+jsi10+jsi11 +jsi12 + not assumed
-1.154 43.135 .255 -5.5688 4.8256 -15.2997 4.1620
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Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for
Equality of Variances t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Mean Std. Error Difference
F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
STRESS1 Equal variances .377 .543 .308 44 .760 .13 .42 -.72 .96
assumed
Equal variances .308 43.946 .760 .13 .42 -.72 .96
not assumed
STRESS2 Equal variances .000 1.000 -.289 44 .774 -.13 .45 -1.04 .76
assumed
Equal variances -.289 44.000 .774 -.13 .45 -1.04 .76
not assumed
STRESS3 Equal variances .000 1.000 .000 44 1.000 .00 .40 -.80 .80
assumed
Equal variances .000 44.000 1.000 .00 .40 -.80 .80
not assumed
STRESS4 Equal variances .000 1.000 -1.477 44 .147 -.65 .44 -1.54 .24
assumed
Equal variances -1.477 44.000 .147 -.65 .44 -1.54 .24
not assumed
STRESS5 Equal variances 2.784 .102 1.809 44 .077 .78 .43 -6.92E-02 1.65
assumed
Equal variances 1.809 43.756 .077 .78 .43 -8.94E-02 1.65
not assumed
STRESS6 Equal variances .965 .331 .584 44 .562 .26 .45 -.64 1.16
assumed
Equal variances .584 43.976 .562 .26 .45 -.64 1.16
not assumed
STRESS7 Equal variances 2.108 .154 1.182 44 .244 .52 .44 -.37 1.41
assumed
Equal variances 1.182 43.900 .244 .52 .44 -.37 1.41
not assumed
STRESS8 Equal variances .000 1.000 .000 44 1.000 .00 .45 -.90 .90
assumed
Equal variances .000 44.000 1.000 .00 .45 -.90 .90
not assumed
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Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for
Equality of Variances t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Mean Std. Error Difference
F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
STRESS9 Equal variances
assumed
.000 1.000 .000 44 1.000 .00 .44 -.89 .89
Equal variances
not assumed
.000 44.000 1.000 .00 .44 -.89 .89
STRESS10 Equal variances
assumed
3.755 .059 -.971 44 .337 -.52 .54 -1.60 .56
Equal variances
not assumed
-.971 43.120 .337 -.52 .54 -1.61 .56
STRESS11 Equal variances
assumed
1.248 .270 .593 44 .556 .35 .59 -.83 1.53
Equal variances
not assumed
.593 43.930 .556 .35 .59 -.83 1.53
STRESS12 Equal variances
assumed
26.110 .000 -2.708 44 .010 -1.39 .51 -2.43 -.36
Equal variances
not assumed
-2.708 38.575 .010 -1.39 .51 -2.43 -.35
STRESS13 Equal variances
assumed
.965 .331 .876 44 .386 .52 .60 -.68 1.72
Equal variances
not assumed
.876 43.976 .386 .52 .60 -.68 1.72
STRESS14 Equal variances
assumed
1.416 .240 -.586 44 .561 -.17 .30 -.77 .42
Equal variances
not assumed
-.586 40.085 .561 -.17 .30 -.77 .43
STRESS15 Equal variances
assumed
1.754 .192 -.660 44 .513 -.35 .53 -1.41 .71
Equal variances
not assumed
-.660 43.484 .513 -.35 .53 -1.41 .71
STRESS16 Equal variances
assumed
.000 1.000 .000 44 1.000 .00 .60 -1.20 1.20
Equal variances
not assumed
.000 44.000 1.000 .00 .60 -1.20 1.20
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Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for
Equality of Variances t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Mean Std. Error Difference
F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
STRESS17 Equal variances .965 .331 -.584 44 .562 -.35 .60 -1.55 .85
assumed
Equal variances -.584 43.976 .562 -.35 .60 -1.55 .85
not assumed
STRESS18 Equal variances .000 1.000 .000 44 1.000 .00 .34 -.68 .68
assumed
Equal variances .000 44.000 1.000 .00 .34 -.68 .68
not assumed
STRESS19 Equal variances 1.248 .270 1.483 44 .145 .87 .59 -.31 2.05
assumed
Equal variances 1.483 43.930 .145 .87 .59 -.31 2.05
not assumed
STRESS20 Equal variances 3.824 .057 1.501 44 .140 .87 .58 -.30 2.04
assumed
Equal variances 1.501 43.706 .140 .87 .58 -.30 2.04
not assumed
STRESS21 Equal variances .000 1.000 1.477 44 .147 .87 .59 -.32 2.06
assumed
Equal variances 1.477 44.000 .147 .87 .59 -.32 2.06
not assumed
STRESS22 Equal variances 2.460 .124 .869 44 .390 .48 .55 -.63 1.59
assumed
Equal variances .869 43.654 .390 .48 .55 -.63 1.59
not assumed
STRESS23 Equai variances .000 1.000 .000 44 .00 .66 -1.33 1.33
assumed
1.000
Equal variances .000 44.000 1.000 .00 .66 -1.33 1.33
not assumed
STRESS24 Equal variances .534 .469 -.364 44 .718 -.22 .60 -1.42 .99
assumed
Equal variances -.364 43.689 .718 -.22 .60 -1.42 .99
not assumed
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Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for
t-test for Equality of MeansEquality of Variances
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Mean Std. Error Difference
F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
STRESS25 Equal variances 10.118 .003 1.889 44 .066 1.30 .69 -8.74E-02 2.70
assumed
Equal variances 1.889 42.480 .066 1.30 .69 -8.88E-02 2.70
not assumed
STRESS26 Equal variances 3.221 .080 1.254 44 .217 .91 .73 -.55 2.38
assumed
Equal variances 1.254 43.789 .217 .91 .73 -.55 2.38
not assumed
STRESS27 Equal variances 9.009 .004 1.431 44 .160 .87 .61 -.36 2.09
assumed
Equal variances 1.431 40.315 .160 .87 .61 -.36 2.10
not assumed
STRESS28 Equal variances 13.018 .001 -1.730 44 .091 -1.35 .78 -2.92 .22
assumed
Equal variances -1.730 40.718 .091 -1.35 .78 -2.92 .23
not assumed
STRESS29 Equal variances 6.212 .017 1.277 44 .208 1.22 .95 -.70 3.14
assumed
Equal variances 1.277 42.811 .209 1.22 .95 -.71 3.14
not assumed
STRESTOT Equal variances .016 .901 .654 44 .516 4.83 7.37 -10.03 19.69
assumed
Equal variances .654 43.880 .516 4.83 7.37 -10.04 19.69
not assumed
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High School v. Bachelor Degree -Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale T-Test
Group Statistics
Std. Error
ED N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
FNES high school 23 8.26 6.88 1.43
Bachelor 23 7.26 6.05 1.26
Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for
Equality of Variances t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Mean Std. Error Difference
F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
FNES Equal variances .572 .453 .523 44 .603 1.00 1.91 -2.85 4.85
assumed
Equal variances .523 43.305 .603 1.00 1.91 -2.85 4.85
not assumed
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Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for Equality of
Variances
t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence
interval of  the
Mean Std. Error Difference
F Sig. t df Sig.. (2-tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
salary Equal variances .098 .756 -.179 44 .859 -4.35E-02 .24 -.53 .45
assumed
Equal variances -.179 43.976 .859 -4.35E-02 .24 -.53 .45
not assumed
prisons Equal variances 1.387 .245 .873 45 .387 .23 .26 -.30 .76
assumed
Equal variances .880 41.293 .384 .23 .26 -.30 .76
not assumed
judical Equal variances .658 .421 .865 45 .392 .24 .28 -.32 .81
assumed
Equal variances .865 44.922 .392 .24 .28 -.32 .81
not assumed
lenient Equal variances 5.096 .029 1.789 45 .080 .42 .23 -5.28E-02 .89
assumed
Equal variances 1.801 .079 .42 .23 -5.06E-02 .89
not assumed
42.058
policy Equal variances .002 .969 1.123 44 .267 .35 .31 -.28 .97
assumed
Equal variances 1.123 43.630 .268 .35 .31 -.28 .97
not assumed
support Equal variances 1.306 .259 .775 45 .443 .28 .37 -.46 1.02
assumed
Equal variances .772 42.858 .445 .28 .37 -.46 1.03
not assumed
restrict Equal variances .102 .751 .535 45 .595 .13 .25 -.37 .63
assumed
Equal variances .537 44.456 .594 .13 .25 -.36 .63
not assumed
politics Equal variances 1.198 .280 .825 44 .414 .31 .38 -.45 1.08
assumed
Equal variances .832 43.606 .410 .31 .38 -.45 1.08
not assumed
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Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for
Equality of Variances t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Mean Std, Error Difference
F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
bosses Equal variances .236 .629 1.014 45 .316 .30 .29 -.29 .89
assumed
Equal variances 1.013 44.710 .316 .30 .30 -.30 .89
not assumed
equipment Equal variances .685 .412 1.084 45 .284 .35 .32 -.30 .99
assumed,
Equal variances 1.082 44.159 .285 .35 .32 -.30 .99
not assumed
paperwork Equal variances .162 .689 .999 45 .323 .32 .32 -.33 .97
assumed
Equal variances .997 44.308 .324 .32 .32 -.33 .97
not assumed
manpower Equal variances .262 .611 .635 45 .528 .20 .32 -.44 .84
assumed
Equal variances .636 44.979 .528 .20 .32 -.44 .84
not assumed
OSTOT Equal variances .000 .988 1.528 43 .134 3.4506 2.2588 -1.1047 8.0059
assumed
Equal variances 1.531 42.869 .133 3.4506 2.2536 -1.0947 7.9959
not assumed
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High School v. Bachelor Degree - Job Satisfaction Index T-Test
Group Statistics
Std. Error
ED N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
JSI1 high school 23 3.00 .60 .13
Bachelor 24 3.42 .83 .17
JSI2 high school 23 3.70 1.29 .27
Bachelor 23 3.35 1.30 .27
JSI3 high school 23 3.87 1.46 .30
Bachelor 24 4.33 1.27 .26
JSI4 high school 23 3.65 1.80 .38
Bachelor 24 3.83 1.66 .34
JSI5 high school 22 2.95 1.86 .40
Bachelor 22 3.27 1.88 .40
JSI6 high school 23 3.52 .90 .19
Bachelor 24 3.58 .93 .19
JSI7 high school 23 4.13 1.18 .25
Bachelor 24 4.25 1.29 .26
JSI8 high school 23 3.61 1.64 .34
Bachelor 24 3.17 1.66 .34
JSI9 high school 22 4.91 .43 9.09E-02
Bachelor 24 4.92 .41 8.33E-02
JSI10 high school 23 4.57 1.20 .25
Bachelor 24 4.50 1.35 .28
JSI11 high school 23 4.65 .98 .20
Bachelor 24 5.08 2.32 .47
JSI12 high school 20 17.00 10.69 2.39
Bachelor 24 18.04 9.20 1.88
JSI14 high school 23 3.61 .94 .20
Bachelor 24 3.33 .96 .20
JSI15 high school 23 3.61 .94 .20
Bachelor 24 3.58 1.10 .22
40
41
42
43
44
45
